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Man and its crewmen would be lost
over Bremen, Germany.

Lieutenant Stewart’s coolness under
fire, excellent judgment under pres-
sure, courageous determination to
reach the target, and his magnificent
and inspiring leadership were of para-
mount value in the accomplishment of
this dangerous mission. His service was
such as to reflect great credit upon
himself, the crew members of Utah
Man, his home State of Utah, the Uni-
versity of Utah—his affinity for his
alma mater is reflected in the name of
his plane, his church, and his country.

Today, Walter Stewart is a highly
cherished member of his church and
community, an enormously respected
businessman and farmer, a former mis-
sionary, a musician, the husband of 51
years to his beloved wife Ruth, a de-
voted father to his 5 children, and a
loving grandfather to his 23 grand-
children.

Today, as in 1943, Walter Stewart ex-
emplifies the American qualities of
courage, hard work, integrity, and
faith.

I am proud to serve citizens like Wal-
ter Stewart in the Senate and proud to
call my colleagues attention to this
man’s distinguished service to our
country. I am delighted that he is fi-
nally to be awarded this significant
military honor.

———

THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
END OF WORLD WAR II

Mr. DOLE. For the information of all
Senators, the proceedings from this
morning’s joint meeting to commemo-
rate the 50th anniversary of the end of
World War II will be printed under the
record of House proceedings. The cost
of printing the transcripts of speeches
for the records of both Chambers is
prohibitively expensive. I urge my col-
leagues who were unable to attend to
take special notice of this tribute to
Americans who selflessly served their
country.

————
THE BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, before
discussing today’s bad news about the
Federal debt, how about another go, as
the British put it, with our pop quiz.
Remember? One question, one answer.

The question: How many millions of
dollars does it take to add up a trillion
dollars? While you are thinking about
it, bear in mind that it was the U.S.
Congress that ran up the Federal debt
that now exceeds $4.9 trillion.

To be exact, the total Federal debt—
down to the penny—stands at
$4,969,404,416,914.25, of which, on a per
capita basis, every man, woman, and
child in America owes $18,863.94.

Mr. President, back to our pop quiz,
how many million in a trillion: There
are a million million in a trillion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
seeks recognition?

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FRrisT). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

JOB CORPS AMENDMENTS

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, this
afternoon we are going to be discussing
some of the amendments to the current
Job Corps Program. One of those
amendments will be offered by Sen-
ators SPECTER and SIMON in a bipar-
tisan fashion.

There is something that is unique
about this program. I have had some
personal experiences with the Job
Corps Program formerly as mayor of
the city of Tulsa. We were able to use
the participants of this program in
doing massive public works within our
city. Somehow none of this ever shows
up to the credit of the Job Corps Pro-
gram.

While I am the strongest supporter of
virtually every element of the Contract
With America, I do believe that there
are some areas where we should give
serious consideration to allowing a pro-
gram to exist where it can breathe
more freely across State lines, and this
just might be the case as opposed to
sending it in block grants back to the
States.

The construction industry is an in-
dustry that, First, is cyclical and, sec-
ond, varies from State to State. One of
the problems that exists right now in
the construction industry is that it is
very difficult to find young people who
will go into the construction industry,
into carpentry, into masonry, some of
these areas where perhaps the future
does not look as glamorous as it would
in some type of highly skilled or high-
technology position. As a result of
that, many people do not choose this
except when there is a building boom
going on.

One of the problems we have is that
nationwide we could have a building
boom in Pennsylvania and there could
be a slump in Oklahoma. By the time
you gear up to the boom in Pennsyl-
vania, it could be in a slump again.
Consequently, it has worked quite well
to have these programs in a national
scope where they do provide for a ready
supply of skilled labor jobs, carpentry
jobs, masonry jobs, and jobs that are
critical to the building industry.

It is my understanding that the Spec-
ter-Simon amendment will not be
scored, and if that is the case I would
urge some of my conservative col-
leagues to give serious consideration to
supporting the Specter-Simon amend-
ment.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.
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Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that further pro-
ceedings under the quorum call be dis-
pensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

GOALS 2000

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have
sought recognition to discuss further
legislation which I introduced yester-
day to amend Goals 2000 to make some
changes which may satisfy a number of
States which are concerned about ex-
cessive Federal intrusion under Goals
2000.

It is my view that there are no exces-
sive intrusions at the present time. But
in order to eliminate any concern
about that issue, it was my thought
that legislation might ease the con-
cerns of some in the country who think
there are too many intrusions.

The House of Representatives, in the
Labor, Health and Human Services and
Education appropriations bill, has
eliminated the funding for the Goals
2000 Program. President Clinton has
asked for an appropriation of $750 mil-
lion and the Appropriations Sub-
committee, which I chair, which in-
cludes funding for Department of Edu-
cation, has recommended an appropria-
tion slightly more than one-half of
what the President has requested. This
is because of the overall budget con-
straints.

But as we move forward in the legis-
lative process and look ultimately to a
conference with the House of Rep-
resentatives, it is my view that we can
ease many concerns, regarding Goals
2000, by a number of amendments
which are incorporated into my pro-
posed legislation, and at the same time
make moneys available to a number of
States which have not taken the fund-
ing.

Last year, two States, New Hamp-
shire and Virginia, declined to partici-
pate in the Goals 2000 Program, and
this year notice has been given by
Montana and Alabama that they will
not be participating.

The Labor-HHS-Education Sub-
committee held a hearing on Sep-
tember 12, 1995 to bring together Sec-
retary Riley and Mr. Ovide
Lamontagne, who is the chairman of
the Board of Education of the State of
New Hampshire, to consider the matter
before we had the markup by the sub-
committee. At that time, a number of
suggestions were made which might
bridge the gap.

Again, I wish to emphasize my own
personal view that there are not exces-
sive strings, but in order to satisfy any
concerns, we are seeking to move in a
number of directions.

One of them would be to eliminate
the National Education Standards and
Improvement Council, which was de-
signed to certify national and State
standards. Some view this as a na-
tional school board, which I do not
think it is, but the Secretary of Edu-
cation, Richard Riley, thought we
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might eliminate it and still maintain
the central thrust of the legislation;
and that is that there ought to be some
standards and goals, but to let the
States establish their own standards
and goals.

This program, Goals 2000, was very
carefully crafted after a 1983 report by
then-Secretary of Education Terrell
Bell, a very conservative educator, who
found something we all know: That the
American educational system is in a
state of disarray.

Some schools are very good, like the
high school I went to in Russell, KS,
with 400 people, small classes, a good
debating team, and a first-rate edu-
cation. Notwithstanding other distin-
guished universities which I have at-
tended—the University of OKklahoma,
the University of Pennsylvania, Yale
Law School—I think my best edu-
cational days were in high school,
which underscores, at least my view,
that some schools are very good. It
also emphasizes the importance of ele-
mentary school.

But educational standards across the
country are in a state of disrepair. Re-
medial action is necessary. Some of the
items coming out of our subcommittee
involve experimentation with privat-
ization to take over the public school
system, not competing with private
school systems, but trying to eliminate
the bureaucracies in schools in cities
like Washington, DC, or in Baltimore,
MD, Boston, MA, Hartford, CT, some
schools in Florida.

I am not saying that privatization is
the answer, or the charter school con-
cept, which is also a program contained
in the bill coming out of my sub-
committee. But I think it is clear that
the basic concept of goals is a valid
one; that there ought to be a measure-
ment, illustratively into the 4th year,
at the end of the 8th year, at the end of
the 12th year, but they do not have to
be necessarily Federal standards.

I compliment a distinguished legis-
lator in the State of New Hampshire,
the Honorable Neals Larson, who is the
chairman of the house of representa-
tives education committee. Represent-
ative Larson is trying very, very hard
to see to it that New Hampshire would
accept funding under Goals 2000 in its
current form.

Candidly, I agree with Representa-
tive Larson that there are no strings
attached which are intrusive and that,
if you take a look at other Federal
funding for the disadvantaged, for
school to work, that it is not unusual
to have some articulation of standards.
But notwithstanding all of that, let us
see if we cannot move ahead and find a
way to accommodate those who may
have a contrary view.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under a
previous order, time is limited to 5
minutes and time has expired.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to be permitted to
proceed for 2 additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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Mr. SPECTER. I thank the Chair.
Mr. President, stated very briefly, and
the statement which was submitted
yesterday will amplify these com-
ments, this legislation will eliminate
the requirement that the Secretary of
Education approve and review State
plans. Secretary Riley has been very
accommodating and cooperative. He
has expressed some concerns about this
legislation. There may be others who
will have concerns, others who were in-
volved in the original Goals 2000 legis-
lation, and we will make an effort to
work with them on those concerns.

As a result of a public meeting which
I participated in at Nashua High
School back on September 9, an inter-
esting thought was advanced, and that
is to have funds go directly to local
school boards for those States which
decline to accept Goals 2000 funds.

Mr. Ovide Lamontagne, the chairman
of the New Hampshire State Board of
Education, thought that was an idea
which would be acceptable. I am not
suggesting that he made a final com-
mitment to it, but at least from his
point of view, it had merit subject to
the power of the State to intervene if
something extraordinary was done
which was contrary to the State’s
views.

So, Mr. President, I urge my col-
leagues to take a look at the legisla-
tion as a way to amend Goals 2000, as a
way of seeking an adjustment and ac-
commodation with the House on the
appropriations process and encouraging
States which are not now entering into
compliance with the ultimate view
that we have to better the education of
school children in America.

I thank the Chair and yield the floor,
and I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. KASSEBAUM. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

WORK FORCE DEVELOPMENT ACT
OF 1995

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 143, which the
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A Dbill (S. 143) to consolidate Federal em-
ployment training programs and create a
new process and structure for funding the
programs, and for other purposes.

The Senate resumed consideration of
the bill.
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Kassebaum amendment No. 2885, in the na-
ture of a substitute.

Ashcroft amendment No. 2893 (to amend-
ment No. 2885), to establish a requirement
that individuals submit to drug tests, and to
ensure that applicants and participants
make full use of benefits extended through
work force employment activities.

Mrs. KASSEBAUM. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the pend-
ing Ashcroft amendment be set aside
for the consideration of the amend-
ment being offered by Senator SPECTER
and Senator SIMON.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2894 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2885
(Purpose: To maintain a national Job Corps

Program, carried out in partnership with

States and communities)

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I send
an amendment to the desk and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. SPEC-
TER], for himself, Mr. SIMON, Mr. HATCH, and
Mr. JOHNSTON, proposes an amendment num-
bered 2894 to amendment No. 2885.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in today’s RECORD under Amend-
ments Submitted.)

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, in the
interest of time—and I understand my
distinguished cosponsor, Senator
SIMON, will be arriving in the Chamber
shortly—I will proceed with some of
the opening considerations.

This is a carefully crafted amend-
ment which builds upon the work of
the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee, Senator KASSEBAUM. It is re-
sponsive to concerns raised by the Gen-
eral Accounting Office to maintain the
Job Corps Program in its current
structural form with reforms address-
ing many of the needs identified by
Senator KASSEBAUM and the GAO re-

port.
In my capacity as chairman of the
appropriations subcommittee which

has the responsibility for funding Job
Corps, I have been intimately familiar
with the operation of Job Corps. Dur-
ing the 15 years that I have been in the
U.S. Senate, I have been an advocate
for its implementation and have
worked to secure funding of almost $1.1
billion for the program.

It is my view, after seeing the appli-
cation of the Job Corps in my home
State of Pennsylvania and in other
States, after working assiduously with
my former colleague, Senator Heinz,
for the opening of a major Job Corps
center in Pittsburgh and having seen
the successful implementation of the
other three Job Corps centers in Penn-
sylvania, that the current require-
ments operating as a Federal program
ought to be maintained.

I appreciate the general concept of
block grants, but it is a concern of
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